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Detailed Action 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 40 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form 
for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to 
cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, 
or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. The limitation "a step for performing the first 
two monitoring steps..." does not clearly and unambiguously limit its parent Claim, since the 
first two monitoring steps can be construed as any two out of three. A simple solution 
would to rewrite Claim 40 as "a step for performing the monitoring strength changes in the 
incoming signal or monitoring patterns of symbols in the incoming signal in parallel. " 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 

35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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2. Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 20, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US 
Patent* 5,802,076). Regarding Claim 1, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
A burst detection system(fig 2a)... 

a signal strength change detector for determining strength changes in the incoming signal; [fig 2a 
shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 

signal strength detection logic for determining if a change in signal strength of a predetermined 
magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, 
Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67); Note: In the last paragraph of column 7, "time-varying 
reliability information" applies to monitoring the change in RSSI Please consider this 
limitation being met in the following dependent Claims also.] 

a burst detector for signaling a detection of a burst if the signal strength change detection logic 
determines that a signal strength change of predetermined magnitude.... [fig 2a shows the signal 
strength indicator signal "RSSI"; 10b item 46; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 

Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a predetermined 

pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

a pattern detector for monitoring patterns of symbols in the incoming signal to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present; [(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 
to Column 5, Line 13)] 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). Moreover, his system also checks to see 
if the signal strength of the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it 
would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use 
pattern matching of predefined patterns to determine the validity of a burst signal. The 
motivation to combine is that checking for a pattern match of the control data adds another 
level of burst detection verification since it makes sure that if a noise burst passes RSSI 
threshold detection it does not get erroneously decoded. 



In regards to Claim 2, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

the signal strength change detector is a power change detector (Column 7, Lines 27-31) 
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In regards to Claim 3, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

a signal strength indicator for indicating the strength of the incoming signal Fig 2a; (Column 7, Lines 
27-31) 



In regards to Claim 4, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

signal strength change detector for determining, responsive to the signal strength indicator, short-term 
changes in signal strength, and a long-term signal strength change indicator for determining, 
responsive to the signal strength indicator, long-term changes in signal strength, [fig 2a shows the 
signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 

Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mentions the short-term signal component of the 
Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst. ."(Column 6, 
Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. ./'(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 



In regards to Claim 5, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

responsive to the short-term and long-term signal strength change detectors, if a short-term change in 
signal strength of a predetermined magnitude has occurred, and a long-term change in signal strength 
of a predetermined magnitude has occurred, [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal 
"RSSI "; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 



In regards to Claim 6, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

wherein the burst detector is configured to indicate the detection of a burst if the signal strength 
detection logic determines that a short-term change in signal strength of sufficient magnitude has 
occurred, and that a long-term change in signal strength of sufficient magnitude has occurred, and the 
pattern detector determines that a predetermined pattern of symbols is present in the incoming signal 
[fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, 
Line 67); SEE ABOVE REJECTION REGARDING THE USE OF A PREDETERMINED PATTERN OF 
SYMBOLS] 



In regards to Claim 20, the rejection for Claim 1 above meets the limitations of the Claim 
20. 



In regards to Claim 41, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 
in a wireless communications device fig 1 



Application/Control Number: 09/735,369 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2634 



3. Claims 7-9, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). 
Regarding Claim 7, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
A burst detection system(fig 2a)... 

a short-term signal strength change detector for determining short-term signal strength changes in the 
incoming signal; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 
to Column 7, Line 67)] 

a long-term signal strength change detector for determining long-term signal strength changes in the 
incoming signal; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 
to Column 7, Line 67)] 

signal strength change detection logic for determining if a short-term change in signal strength of 
predetermined magnitude has occurred, and a long-term change of signal strength of predetermined 
magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; 10b item 
46; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67) Note: In the last paragraph of column 7, 
"time-varying reliability information" applies to monitoring the change in RSSI Please 
consider this limitation being met in the following dependent Claims also.] 



and a burst detector for signaling a detection of a burst if the signal strength change detection logic 
determines that a short-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred, and 
that a long-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred, and [fig 2a 
shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 



Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mention the short-term signal component of the 
Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst. ."(Column 6, 
Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. ./'(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 

Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

a pattern detector for monitoring patterns of symbols in the incoming signal to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present [(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 
to Column 5, Line 13)] 

the pattern detector signals that a predetermined pattern of symbols is present. 

[(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13)] 
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Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). Moreover, his system also checks to see 
if the signal strength of the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it 
would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use 
pattern matching of predefined patterns to determine the validity of a burst signal. The 
motivation to combine is that checking for a pattern match of the control data adds another 
level of burst detection verification since it makes sure that if a noise burst passes RSSI 
threshold detection it does not get erroneously decoded. 

In regards to Claim 8, Weigand et al meets the following limitations: 

a symbol detector for detecting symbols, or estimates thereof, in the incoming signal, and the pattern 
detector monitors the symbols or estimates provided by the symbol detector to determine if a 
predetermined pattern of symbols is present. [(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 
4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13)] 

In regards to Claim 9, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

a signal strength indicator for indicating the strength of the incoming signal, and the short-term and 
long-term signal strength change detectors respectively determine short-term and long-term changes 
in signal strength responsive to the indication of signal strength provided by the signal strength 
indicator, [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to 
Column 7, Line 67); Note: In the last paragraph of column 7, "time-varying reliability 
information" applies to monitoring the change in RSSI] 

In regards to Claim 41, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

in a wireless communications device, fig 1 
4. Claims 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ushirokawa 
et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076) further in 
view of Yamamoto (U.S. Patent 6,370,210). Ushirokawa et al and Weigand et al meet all 
the limitations of Claim 14(see above paragraphs) including the symbol detector using soft 
estimates of the incoming signals(see Ushirokawa et al fig item 12). The two patents fail to 
disclose that the incoming signal is a quadrature baseband signal. 

However, Yamamoto's burst detection method meets the following limitation: 
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the incoming signal is a quadrature baseband signal, and the symbol detector determines soft 
estimates 60 of the symbols. (Column 3, Lines 4-12) 

Therefor it would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's and Weigand et al 

burst detection system to use the quadrature baseband component of an incoming signal for 

burst detection. The motivation to combine is that communication receivers typically down 

convert a received signal to baseband and then split it into quadrature components for 

simpler decoding and baseband, i.e. low frequency, circuitry is easier to design than high 

frequency. 



5. Claims 17 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). 
Regarding Claim 17, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

A system for recovering data(fig 9) from an incoming packet represented by an incoming signal, the 
packet having a preamble and a body(fig 4) 

a short-term signal strength change detector for determining short-term signal strength changes in a 
portion of the incoming signal representing the packet preamble; [fig 2a shows the signal strength 
indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 

a long-term signal strength change detector for determining long-term signal strength changes in the 
portion of the incoming signal representing the packet preamble; [fig 2a shows the signal strength 
indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 46; 

signal strength change detection logic for determining if a short-term change in signal strength of 
predetermined magnitude has occurred, and a long-term change of signal strength of predetermined 
magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, 
Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67); 10b item 46 for change detection logic; Note: In the last 
paragraph of column 7, "time-varying reliability information" applies to monitoring the 
change in RSSI. Please consider this limitation being met in the following dependent Claims 
also.] 



a burst detector for signaling a detection of a burst if the signal strength change detection logic 
determines that a short-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred, and 
[fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, 
Line 67)] 10b item 46; 

that a long-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred, [fig 2a shows the 
signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 
46; 



Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mention the short-term signal component of the 
Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst.. ."(Column 6, 
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Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. .."(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 

Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

a pattern detector for monitoring patterns of symbols in the portion of the incoming signal representing 
the packet preamble to determine if a predetermined pattern is present; (Column 2, line 64 to 
Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 

data recovery logic for recovering data in the body of the packet responsive to the detection of a burst 
by the burst detector. (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, 
Line 13) 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). The control data is typically found in the 
preamble of the symbol. Moreover, his system also checks to see if the signal strength of 
the burst is below a certain threshold(Coiumn 5, line 1). Therefor it would have been prima 
facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use pattern matching of the 
preamble to determine the validity of a burst signal. The motivation to combine is that 
checking for a pattern match of the control data, i.e. preamble, adds another level of burst 
detection verification since it makes sure that if a noise burst passes RSSI threshold 
detection it does not get erroneously decoded. Specifically checking the preamble also 
saves time, since entire symbol is much longer pattern to match than the preamble. 

In regards to Claim 41, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

in a wireless communications device, fig 1 
6. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076) 
further in view of Deutsch et al (Us Patent* 5,590,410). Ushirokawa et al and Weigand et 
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al meet all the limitations of Claim 18, except for disclosing "the data recovery logic includes 
timing and frequency acquisition circuitry." 

However, Deutsch et al meets the following limitations in his burst detection 
component: 

the data recovery logic includes timing and frequency acquisition circuitry. See Abstract for 
frequency acquisition; (Column 1, Lines 26-37) for timing acquisition; fig 2a, item 212 for 
burst mode detector 

Therefor it would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's and Weigand et al 
burst detection system to use timing and frequency acquisition circuitry. The motivation to 
combine is that communication receivers typically use timing and frequency acquisition in 
order to properly lock onto a transmitted signal. 

In regards to Claim 19, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
the data recovery logic further includes demodulation circuitry. Abstract 

7. Claims 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). 
Regarding Claim 21, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
A method for detecting a burst in an incoming signal comprising(fig 2a) 

monitoring strength changes in the incoming signal to determine if a change in signal strength of a 
predetermined magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal 
"RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67) 10b item 46; Note: In the last paragraph of 
column 7, "time-varying reliability information" applies to monitoring the change in RSSI. 
Please consider this limitation being met in the following dependent Claims also.] 

signaling detection of a burst if a signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred [fig 
2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 
67)] 10b item 46; 

Furthermore, regarding the detection of the short-term and long-term bursts in parallel, it is 
shown in figure 2a that the three detection methods disclosed by Ushirokawa are done in 
parallel. 
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Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a predetermined 
pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

monitoring, in parallel with the previous monitoring step, patterns of symbols in the incoming signal to 
determine if a predetermined pattern is present; (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) 
(Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 

and a predetermined pattern of symbols is present. (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) 
(Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). Moreover, his system also checks to see 
if the signal strength of the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it 
would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use 
pattern matching of predefined patterns in parallel to determine the validity of a burst 
signal. The motivation to combine is that checking for a pattern match of the control data 
adds another level of burst detection verification since it makes sure that a noise burst that 
has passed RSSI threshold detection does not get erroneously decoded. Regarding the 
detection of the burst pattern in parallel with the short-term and long-term signal strengths, 
this step would have been obvious to do since it can reduce detection times. 

Regarding Claim 22, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

indicating the strength of the incoming signal, and monitoring strength changes in the incoming signal 
responsive thereto, [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 
15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 46; 

Regarding Claim 23, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

monitoring, responsive to the signal strength indication, short-term changes in signal strength, and 
long-term changes in signal strength, [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; 
(Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 46; 

Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mention the short-term signal component of the 

Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst.. ."(Column 6, 

Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
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when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. .."(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 



Regarding Claim 24, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

if a short-term change in signal strength of a predetermined magnitude has occurred, and a long-term 
change in signal strength of a predetermined magnitude has occurred, [fig 2a shows the signal 
strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 46; 

Regarding Claim 25, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

detecting a burst if a shorts term change in signal strength of sufficient magnitude has occurred, a 
long-term change in signal strength of sufficient magnitude has occurred, and a predetermined pattern 
of symbols is present in the incoming signal, [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal 
"RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67)] 10b item 46; 



8. Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). 
Regarding Claim 26, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

monitoring short-term signal strength changes in the incoming signal to determine if a short-term 
change in signal strength of predetermined magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal 
strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 

monitoring long-term signal strength changes in the incoming signal to determine if along-term change 
in signal strength of predetermined magnitude has occurred; [fig 2a shows the signal strength 
indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67); Note: In the last 
paragraph of column 7, "time-varying reliability information" applies to monitoring the 
change in RSSI. Please consider this limitation being met in the following dependent Claims 
also.] 



signaling detection of a burst if a short-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has 
occurred, a long-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has occurred [fig 2a shows 
the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 
10b]; 

Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mention the short-term signal component of the 
Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst. ."(Column 6, 
Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. .."(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 

Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present in the burst. 
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However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

monitoring patterns of symbols in the incoming signal to determine if a predetermined pattern is 
present; [(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13)] 

a predetermined pattern of symbols is present. [(Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 
4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13)] 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). Moreover, his system also checks to see 
if the signal strength of the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it 
would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use 
pattern matching of predefined patterns in parallel to determine the validity of a burst 
signal. The motivation to combine is that checking for a pattern match of the control data 
adds another level of burst detection verification since it makes sure that a noise burst that 
has passed RSSI threshold detection does not get erroneously decoded. Regarding the 
detection of the burst pattern in parallel with the short-term and long-term signal strengths, 
this step would have been obvious to do since it can reduce detection times and acquisition 
times. 

Regarding Claim 27, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

detecting symbols, or estimates thereof, in the incoming signal, and monitoring the symbols or 
estimates to determine if a predetermined pattern of symbols is present, [fig 2a shows the signal 
strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 

Regarding Claim 28, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

indicating the strength of the incoming signal, and monitoring short-term and long-term changes in 
signal strength responsive to the indication of signal strength, [fig 2a shows the signal strength 
indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 

9. Claims 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ushirokawa 
et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076) further in 
view of Yamamoto (U.S. Patent 6,370,210). Ushirokawa et al and Weigand et al meet all 
the limitations of Claim 33(see above paragraphs) including the symbol detector using soft 



Application/Control Number: 09/735,369 
Art Unit: 2634 



Page 13 



estimates of the incoming signals(see Ushirokawa et al fig item 12). The two patents fail to 
disclose that the incoming signal is a quadrature baseband signal. 

However, Yamamoto's burst detection method meets the following limitation: 

the incoming signal is a quadrature baseband signal, and the method further comprises determining 
soft estimates 96 of the symbols. (Column 3, Lines 4-12) 

Therefor it would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's and Weigand et al 

burst detection system to use the quadrature baseband component of an incoming signal for 

burst detection. The motivation to combine is that communication receivers typically down 

convert a received signal to baseband and then split it into quadrature components for 

simpler decoding and baseband, i.e. low frequency, circuitry is easier to design than high 

frequency. 



10. Claims 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ushirokawa 
et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). Regarding 
Claim 36, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
the packet having a preamble and a body (fig 4), comprising: 

monitoring short-term signal strength changes in a portion of the incoming signal representing the 
packet preamble to determine if a short-term change in signal strength of predetermined magnitude 
has occurred; (fig 4) [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, 
Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 

monitoring long-term signal strength changes in the portion of the incoming signal representing the 
packet preamble to determine if along-term change in signal strength of predetermined magnitude has 
occurred; (fig 4) [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 
to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 

signaling detection of a burst if a short-term signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has 
occurred, a long-term change in signal strength of predetermined magnitude has occurred, (fig 4) [fig 
2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 
67), 9, 10a, 10b; Note: In the last paragraph of column 7, "time-varying reliability 
information" applies to monitoring the change in RSSI. Please consider this limitation being 
met in the following dependent Claims also.] 
] 

recovering data in the body of the packet responsive to detection of a burst. (Claim 1) 



Furthermore, Ushirokawa et al specifically mention the short-term signal component of the 
Claim above in the line "As the first route, an RSSI average value in a burst... "(Column 6, 
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Lines 50-52). Ushirokawa et al specifically discloses the long-term component of the signal 
when he states "as the third route, an average value of an RSSI variation amount between 
symbols is extracted. .."(Column 6, Lines 55-59) 

Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

monitoring patterns of symbols in the portion of the incoming signal representing the packet preamble 
to determine if a predetermined pattern is present; (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) 
(Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 

and a predetermined pattern of symbols is present; (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) 
(Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Column 3, Line 1-2). The control data is typically found in the 
preamble of the symbol. Moreover, his system also checks to see if the signal strength of 
the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it would have been prima 
facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use pattern matching of the 
preamble to determine the validity of a burst signal. The motivation to combine is that 
checking for a pattern match of the control data, i.e. preamble, adds another level of burst 
detection verification since it makes sure that a noise burst that has passed RSSI threshold 
detection does not get erroneously decoded. Specifically checking the preamble also saves 
time, since entire symbol is much longer pattern to match than the preamble. 

11. Claims 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076) 
further in view of Deutsch et al (Us Patent* 5,590,410). Ushirokawa et al and Weigand et 
al meet all the limitations of Claim 37, except for disclosing "the data recovery logic includes 
timing and frequency acquisition circuitry. " 
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However, Deutsch et al meets the following limitations in his burst detection 
component: 

comprising acquiring timing and frequency responsive to detection of a burst. See Abstract for 
frequency acquisition; (Column 1, Lines 26-37) for timing acquisition; See fig 2a, item 212 
and (Column 3, Lines 46-61) for burst mode detector 

Therefor it would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's and Weigand et al 

burst detection system to use timing and frequency acquisition circuitry to detect bursts. 

The motivation to combine is that communication receivers typically use timing and 

frequency acquisition in order to properly lock onto a transmitted signal. 



In regards to Claim 38, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
the data recovery logic further includes demodulation circuitry. Abstract 



12. Claims 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ushirokawa et al (US Patent# 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076). 
Regarding Claim 39, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 

a step for monitoring strength changes in the incoming signal to determine if a change in signal 
strength of a predetermined magnitude has occurred; (fig 4) [fig 2a shows the signal strength 
indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b; Note: In the 
last paragraph of column 7, "time-varying reliability information" applies to monitoring the 
change in RSSI. Please consider this limitation being met in the following dependent Claims 
also.] 



a step for signaling a detection of a burst if a signal strength change of predetermined magnitude has 
occurred(fig 4) [fig 2a shows the signal strength indicator signal "RSSI"; (Column 5, Line 15 
to Column 7, Line 67), 9, 10a, 10b]; 



Ushirokawa et al fails to teach the use of pattern detection to determine if a 
predetermined pattern is present in the burst. 

However, Weigand et al meets the following limitation: 

a step for monitoring patterns of symbols in the incoming signal to determine if a predetermined 
pattern is present; (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) (Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, 
Line 13) 

and a predetermined pattern of symbols is present; (Column 2, line 64 to Column 3, line 11) 
(Column 4, Line 62 to Column 5, Line 13) 



Application/Control Number: 09/735,369 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2634 

Weigand et al discloses in the paragraphs referenced above that CRC is used to detect error 
in control data or audio data(Co!umn 3, Line 1-2). Moreover, his system also checks to see 
if the signal strength of the burst is below a certain threshold(Column 5, line 1). Therefor it 
would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's burst detection system to use 
pattern matching of predefined patterns in parallel to determine the validity of a burst 
signal. The motivation to combine is that checking for a pattern match of the control data 
adds another level of burst detection verification since it makes sure that a noise burst that 
has passed RSSI threshold detection does not get erroneously decoded. Regarding the 
detection of the burst pattern in parallel with the short-term and long-term signal strengths, 
this step would have been obvious to do since it can reduce detection times and acquisition 
times. 

In regards to Claim 40, Ushirokawa et al meets the following limitations: 
a step for performing the first two monitoring steps in parallel. Fig 2a 

13. Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ushirokawa 
et al (US Patent* 5,621,764) in view of Weigand et al(US Patent* 5,802,076) further in 
view of Larijani et al(US Patent* 6,603,746). Ushirokawa et al and Weigand et al meet all 
the limitations of Claim 42(see above paragraphs) except for disclosing the use of computer 
readable media to implement their burst detector. 

However, Larijani et al meets the following limitation: 

Computer readable media tangibly embodying any of the methods See Claim 17 
Therefor it would have been prima facie obvious for Ushirokawa et al's and Weigand et al's 
burst detection system to be implemented using computer readable media. The motivation 
to combine is that computer readable media can later be reprogrammed allowing greater 
flexibility in scaling or updating the burst detection algorithm. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

14. Claims 10-13, 15-16, 29-32, 34-35 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harry Vartanian whose telephone number is 703.305.8698. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5:30 Mondays to Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Chin can be reached on 703.305.4714. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 



Harry Vartanian 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2634 
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